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Honorable and worthy Sir, | 
nao Iamto thank You for the laſt piece of Diver« 

$ -tiſemenc you gave me, in ſending the Biſho 
of Worceſter's Letter, and I'wilh you would 
have let me enjoyed the fatisfaftion I took 
in reading it , without obliging me to give 
my ſenſe upon it : For befides my unwilling- 
neſs to meddle in a perfonal quarrel ,- it 
will not, 1 think, be very ſafe far any to cagage againſt ſo-an» 
gry an Adverſary, which I ſhall be thought ro do, though I 
reſolve toſpeak nothing bur Truth in the CharaQer I intend 
to give of him: Andit 1s briefly this ; That, in fewer leaves [ 
never yet read more paſſion, which is ſo very predominant, 
thar his diſorderly and abrupt ſtile doth altogether partake 
of it ; ſo that the Biſhop's beſt way will be, to ger his Heag 
miſtaken for Zeal,forelſe it may be juſtly accounted fomething 
that bath a worſe Name, and whick,in the Dog»daies will be 

verydangerous, 

This being, Sir, my Judgment upon che whale Letter, You 
may well expe& that 1 ſhould make ir good, by an Induttion 
from particular Inſtances ;- but before I dathis I muſt deal 
impartially, and afſnre you, thatas tothe main Controverſie, 
I think che Biſhop hath much che better ef Mr. Bexter : For, 
if the queſtion between them, was as Dr: Gunning and Dr: 
Pearſon do atteſt, ſuch a command is ſq evidently lawful], 
that 1 ſhall much wonder if Mr. Baxter did ever diſpure ic ; 
and till hedoth clearly diſprove that that was nor che thing 
in queſtion, 1 muſt needs shink that he hath much forgot him- 
ſelf in making an imperfef and partial Relation. 

Setting aſide therefore the butineſs of that particular Con- 
teſt (wherein you fee how much I am inclined to favour the 
Biſhop) there are other things in his Letcer of general con- 
ceriment, which I think liable co juſt exception; As, 

Firſt, That he ſuppoſeth there is (0 fri an Union, and (0 
inſepacable a Dependence between Kings and Biſhops , that 
they muſt ſtand and fall rogether , and. all who are enemies to the 
one muſt needs be enemies 10 the other. 1 know very well chiy: 
A 2 Axiom 
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Axiom is much talked of, and ſome advantage may be taken 
to confrm it, from the event of our late Wars: You know 
likewiſe, Sir, how much my Judgment i> for the Order of 
Biſhops 3 and how Paſſionate a Lover I ani both of the Kings 
Perſon and Government, but yet, being thus called by You 
zo declare the truth , though contrary to my own Humour 
and Intereſt, I muſt needs ſay, 1. Icis clear from Story, 
that Kivgs were in all parts of the world, in their moſt flou- 
Tiſhing Eftate , before ever Biſhops were heard of z and no 
reaſon can be given, why what hath once been, may not with 
the ſame terms of convenience be again. 2, Bifhops, as they 
are by Law cftabliſhedin England, are purely the Kings ſub- 
ordinate Miniſters , in the management of Eccleſiaſtical Afﬀairs ; 

which his Majeſty may conferr upon what order of men he 

pleafes, though they be as much Lay perſons as You and [ are, 

It is therefore very injurious to the —_ Authority, to averr 


| that He could nor otherwiſe uphold and maintainit, than by 


reſerving the Undue, and, as ſome think, Antichriſtian 

ignity and Prelation of his inferiour" Officers. 3. Biſhops 
are ſo little ufefullco ſupport the Regal Dignity ( which is 
founded upon a diftinCt Batis of its own) that upon enquiry it 
will be found, how none have been greater enemies to the 
True and Undoubted Soveraignty of Princes, than ſome Bi- 
ſhops themſelves : for by their Ofhcious, and ſcarce warran- 
table, intermedling in Civil Aﬀairs; by their Abſurd and I1- 
ſignificant diſtinguiſhing between Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Cau- 
ſes ( of which laſt they have alwaies made themſelves ſole 
Judges) they mangle the Kings Authority, andas to Church- 
matters ( which may beexrended asfaras they pleaſe ) they 
leave the King nothing of Supremacy but the Name. The 
Pope of Rome therefore ( who is the great Father of all (uch 
Biſhops ) hath improved this Notion and DiſtinQion o far, 
that in erdize ad fſpiritualia, he hath Iaboured to ſubjet all 
Civil Empires unto his ſole Juriſdiftion. So that if the Biſhop 
of Worcejter's Rule hold goed, of Crimine a5 unc-—Diſce ones, 
i.e. That all men who are of a party may be judged of by the mi. 
carriages of one, then I muſt leave it to You to judge, what all 
thoſe Biſhops, thar are of the Biſhop. of Forceſter's complexi- 
on,do really drive atzby the fatal example of chat one Bifhops 
Uſurpation ; For, - | | 
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Secondly, That Aſſertion, that the Biſhop of Worceſter ud 
conſequently every other Biſhop) is the ſole Paſtor of all the pay, 2, 3 
Congregations in bis Dioceſt, if it be at all defenſible, I am ſure 
can be defended only by thoſe Arguments, which are com- 
monly alledged to maintain the Popes Supremacy over all 
Churches whatever. For fince a Biſhop can no otherwiſe diſ- 
charge his duty herein, than by providing Subſtitutes, what 
hinders but the Biſhop of Rome may as well overſee a million 
of Churches, us the Biſhop of Worceſter five hundred ? Since 
if Depucatiou be lawfull, more or lefſe compaſle and circuir 
of ground doth not at all alter the caſe, I forbearto urge 
how contrary this Praftice is to the Do@rine of the Apoltles, 
both Paul and Peter (-I hope the Biſhop will not take it ill 
that I do not- call them Saints, for theſe Holy men do not 
needany ſtile of Honour out of the Popes Kalexdar, ) When 
Paul had ſent for the Elders of the Church at Epbeſw, he bids 
them to feed the Church of God, over which (nor he himſelf, AR. 20. 2 
by his ſole Authority, as Biſhop of the Dioceſſe, bur )) the 
Spirit of God bad made them Emnioxires, i. e, Overſeers, or to 1 Pet. $. 
uſe the proper ſtile , Biſhops, And Peter commands, his Fel= 
low Elders, ( for ſo doth that Apoſtle condeſcend to call 
himſelf ) to feed the Flock which was among them, Enioxewiyres, 
Overſceing, or Aling the Biſhops , not (like the Biſhop of 
Whorcefter -) as Lording it over Gods Heritage, but a Patterns of 
the Fl:ck, From which places we learn, not only that thoſe 
twoſo much controverted Names of Biſbopand Presbyter, are 

without diſtin&ion aſcribed to the ſame Perſons , bur like« 
wiſe, that whoever feed the Flock, are, nuder Chrift ( whom 
the Apoſtle there ſtiles the Chief Sbepheard ) the next and 
immediate Paſtors of the Flock; and to extend che Paſtoral 
Power beyond the aftual care of Feeding , isa Notion altoge- 
ther unſcriptural, and likewiſe leaves us no bounds where to 
fix, till we come to centre upon ſome one Univerſal Paffor, 
who may claim this Power over the whole world, by the 
ſame parity of reaſon, that a Biſhop doth over one Die+ 
Crffes | 
F: irdly , It ſeems to bea Light, and ( toſay no more 
unſeem]y trifling with ſacred Scripture , to aftrm that thoſe 
words of our Saviour concerning ſuch as - come nor im by the Pag, g/ 
door , and therefore are Thieves and Robbers , ought co be 
; F | underſteod 
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ze Bilbop of Worceſter } did nor go abour by force to pro- 


underſtood of ſuch Mini/ters, as preath to Congregations without 

the Biſhops Licenſe. Which thing, the Biſhop (in great Heat 

and Earneſtnefſe, as if he had done very well in it ) tels us 

more than once, that it was the Principal reaſon why be ſilenced 
Mr. Baxter. Toy if this praftife be juſtificable , and thoſe 
who defign themſelves to preach the Gofpe!, muſt, beſides their 
Ordination, procure & Licewſe from « Biſhop, to de that, which 
a Foe is denounced again, ifthey offer toomit, then 1. I 
ſee not what Ordinetion fignifies, fincerhe Power that then 
is given, no Authority from Man can take away, any more 
than difſolvethe ContraQ'of a Marriage, much lefſe empeach 
and hinder the free uſe of it, except for Moral and notos 
rioully vicious Miſdemeanours. 2. For one Miniſter of the 
Goſpel (for cercainly a Biſhop 1s no more ) to Silence another, 
and that for no better Reaſon,than becauſe his Fellow-Mini- 
ſer-is defirous to preach the Goſpel without a mew Licenſe, 
this is an abuſe of Dominion , which as our Saviour doth no 

where countenance , fo the firit Ages of the Church were 
altogether unacquainted with. For the Biſhop's Inſtance of 
eur Saviour's putting ts ſilence the Scribes and Phariſees is both 
Impertinent and Falfe , becauſe our Saviour did only filence 
them by Argument , which the Biſhop may do when ever he is 
able; but what is that to an Authoritative and Imperious 


commanding men to be Silent. Beſides, even then when our 


Saviour was moſt {trift in pronouncing Woes againſt the Pha- 
riſces, in that very Chapter, he is ſo far from forbidding the 
Phariſees to preach , that be commands his Diſciples bork 
ro hear and to obeytheir Do&rine, So that fince the Biſhop 
will needs have the Presbyterians to be Pharifees , let him bur 
allow them the ſame Liberty of Teaching the People, as 
eur Saviour did the other, and I believe they will not ( at 
leaſt were I a Presbyteriau T ſhould not ) envy his Lordſhip, 
either bis Tule-or Maintenance, how undue and unmerued 
{oever they both be. And though the Bilhop is pleaſed to 
ſay , That the Presbyterians preach nothing but Sedition and 
Treaſon ( which is moſt falſe, as being dircaly contrary to 
their declared Principles ) yet the Phariſees taught ſomching 
worſe, and that was Blaſphemy : Yet our Saviour (who ſure 
had more power , and withal more care of his Church thay 
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hibir them. 1 with therefore, that this Biſhop and the reſt 
of his Brethren (if aty areChiorricn'aid Toly conch to be 
of his mind) would eonfider, that as ty filencing their Fellow 
Miniſters, for ſuch frivolous and ſlight pretences , chey uſur 
a Power , which Chriſt never gave, ſ6 at the laft day he wi 
nor thank chem for the Exerciſe of it. | 

| RR How confiſtete wich the Civil Peace ( for asto6 
Chriſtian Ch | 
againſt it )the Biſhops Diſtin@ion 1s abont the AU of Indemp- 
nity,and (the ſo much forgotten)A of Oblivion, lope His 
Majefty and che Parliament will in due time confider, For he 
is fo hardy as totel us, That the King by it only patdontd the 
corporal puniſhmenty but the Church bad tiof nor 0ught ot to for 
give the ſcaxdal , till botnourable amends #tte made ber by con- 
f+ſfion and Recantation. Whete by ſpeakitig of the Church, ag 
diſtin& from the State, (I mean in point of Coercive Jurif- 
diftion ) the Biſhop would make us believe, that after His 
Majeſty and the Parliament have forgiven men their Civit 
Crimes,there is ſtil] another Power,which he cals the Charch, 
unto which they are ſtill accountable, ever fo far as to'make 
a Publick Recanration. Here I wiſh che Biſhop would haveſpo- 
ken out of the Clouds,and plainly told us what he meant by 
the Church : For if it be « Congregation of the Feithfull met to- 
getber for the wcrſhip of God , as the Definition of Scripeure, 
and of the Church of Englaxndis ig the 39 Articles ; this will 
nor at all advantage him, fince ſuch a Ehurch hath no Coer- 
cive or Impoſmg Power : But if he means the Hierarchy or 
Ecclefiaſtical State, by Arch-Biſhops, Bifhops,8&c. there can be 
nothing more falſe, or wore difhonorable unto our Civil Go 
vernment, than to affirm thar ir lies in their power,not only 
eo puriiſh, but likewiſe roexaft a Reconterion, for thoſe faults 
which the King and Parliament have not only pardoned,bur 


| under ſevere penalties commanided ſhould never more be re- 
| nd'tkerefore I doubr nor, but they will refent 
this Malicious and Hil-grounded Fancy. And fince the Bifkop' 


is ſo over-zealons for the very Letter of the Law,when it im-" 


| et rag vemeleave little cowonder, that one of 


is Profeſſion and Ptace in ctheChurch ſhould ſounchriftian) 
go againſt ir; whien ir eaſt Moderation and Porgivenel(s' 
4s to Civil Injuries: - Such'as he who make the 'kaw, inſtead 


arity, the whole thing is but a Letcet vf defiance pay, 8, 
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of being a Buckſer to proteR Converts, a Sword only co cut off 
all ſuch as were once Offenders, labour what chey can to make 
men Deſperate, and thereby render the peace of che Nation, 
and in that the proſperity and welfare of His Majeſty very 
inſecure and hazardous. For what can mere enrage Men to 
take wild and forbidden courſes, than to ſee even Preachers 
of the Coſpel Rrive cowiden their wounds, and contrary to 
their own former Profeſſions, to pull off chat Plaiſter, which 
the wiſdom of our State-Phytitians had provided to heal our 
Diſtempers.- 

Fifthly, It is bold and impious (I know not how to expreſs 
ic more mildly) what he affirms, That If to command an AQ, 
which by accident may prove an occaſion of fin, be ſinfull, then God 
bimſelf cannot command any thing. For,though, as I ſaid before, 
I will by no means own that Aſſertion, yet, a thing which by 
accident may become finful, may be unlawful in another to 
command, for want of ſufficient Authority ; whereas God's 
Sovereign power doth without diſpute or controverfic make 
all his Gate to be juſt ; and therefore his Nameought 
not to he mentioned in our trivial Diſputes , becauſe every 
ſuch vainuſe ofit, is nothing but a diminution and leſſening 
of his Greatneſs, 

Sixthly, That an offence, to which a diſpropottionable penalty 
is annexed, is not to be meaſured by the quality of the Ati conſigered 
in it ſelf, but by the miſchievous conſequences it may produce ; whe- 
ther this ought to hold good in Civil Laws, becoms neither 
che Biſhop nor meto diſpute : but in Divinity nothing can 
be morefalſe aud dangerous. For toimpole in the Worſhip 
of God as neceſſary circumſtances of it, things confeſſedly 
trivial and needlefs ; and, upon the forbearance of them, to 
debar any from the benefits firſt of Chriſtian , and then of 
Civil Communion ; is a thing which hath not the leaſt pre- 
rence of Scripture or Primitive praQticeto juſtifie it. For, our 
Saviour tels us, That whoever were not againſt bin were for himz, 
and the Apoſtle bids us to receive gur weak, Brother, and nit to 
judge, much leſs to burden his Conſcience. Unto which ſacred 
Canon nothing can be more direAly contrary, than what che 
Bithop moſt incompaſſionately tels us , That the Laws 4oy-ll 
to puniſh, even with mooradmifien to the Sacrament , ſush as will 
xot, or perbaps dare nat, kpeel, And the Reaſon hy gives is 
' | | equally 
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equally Apocrypba, Becauſe, ſaith he, it becomrs not the Law=givers 
to endanger the Churches peace for their ſake ; As if firſt, It did not 
much more become all Law-givers, in the things of God, to ob» 
ſerve the Law of Chriſt, which is a Law of Loveand Liberty. Se- 
condly, As if the Churches peace would not be much more en- 
dangered, by the preſſing of chings doubtful , than by the for- 
bearance of them. For tince by the enforcing of ſuch things, as 
God hath no where commanded, our Chriſtian liberty is infrin- 
ned from hence it follows, thar , it we ought not, yet we law- 
tully may refuſe, rofubmit unto ſuch Impoiitions ; as ourSaviour 
did, in no: waſhing his bands before meat ; and the Apoltle Paul, in 
the cale of Circumciſion. 

Seventhly,as forthe Chain of Conſequences, which the Biſhop 
Inks and ties rogether : As that Diverſity in external Kites, ari- 
ſeth Diſlike ; from D:ſlihe, Enmity; from Enmity, oppoſition; thence, 
Schiſm in the Church , and Sediticn in the State : For proof of 
which he doth very virulently inſtance in our unhappy times. 
To prevent which he tels us, Thar rhe State cannot be ſafe without 
the Church, nor the Church without Unity, nor Unity without Unifor- 
mity, nor uniformity without a jtrid and rigorous Impoſition. To all 
this I anſwer, that it 15 a meer Rope of ſand, and the parts of his 
Chain do as little hang together, as Sampſons Foxes did before 
they were tied by the Tails, which courſe the Biſhop hath imica- 
red, not forgetting to put in even the Firebrandicſelftomake up 
the Compariſon: For, 1. Nothing is more clearthan that there 
hath been, nay, onghe to be, Diverſity in external Forms, without 
any Diſlike at all as to the Perſon of another ; For, the Ap-/tles 
that preached to the Circumciſion gave the right hand of 
Fellowſhip unto the Apoſtles of the Gentiles ; aithough their 
Outward Rites in publick Worlbip, were far more differene 
than thoſe, which, by any of the moſt diſtant perſwa- 
tions, are now prattifed in England, 2, The Strte may 
be preſerved, without thelealt reference ro the Church, unleſs ir 
turns Perſecuter of it z as 15 evident in thoſe 350 years before 
Conjtantine*s time , in which there was no Church at all legally 
countenanced; and for ſome {cores of years after,both the Chri- 
ſtians and Gentiles were equally advanced and favoured, 3. Uni- 
ty, I mean (uch as Chrift came to eſtabliſh ( which is an Unity in 
heart and (ſpirit) doth nor in the leaſt depend upon Uniformity 
but upon Charity, i.e, a mm” and a Candid forbearance © 
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one another inghings circumftentia/, when we agree in the Eſſen- 
tials of Worſhipz which is a thing that meer Civilicy would 
reach, though Religion were filent mit. And whereas the Biſhop 
thinks he hath got ſome advantage, by reviving che memory of 
ourlate Civil Wars, which (were he either Chriſtian or Man e- 
nough , he would wiſh were eternally buried in filence) I muſt 
(to uſe his own Phraſe ) tel! him in bis ear, that our Wars did nor 
ariſe from the ſeparation of Conſcientious diſſentors, but from 
the violence and fury of unconcionable Impoſers , who would 
not allow their Brethren ( who defired nothing more than to 
live peaceably by chem) that ſober liberty which the Law of 
God commanded, and no Law of Man could juſtly deprivethem 
of. And whether the publick maintaining of the very ſame Po- 
fitions and Praftiſes, may not in time begert the ſame Feuds and 
Animoſfities, although this Bifhop cares not, yer I doubt not bur 
His Majeſty, as he now doth, ſo will always graciouſly conſider, 

Eighcly, Whether, as to the. matter of Fatt, the French Prote- 
ſtams do enjoyn ſtanding at the Sacrament; & the Dutch,kneeling; 
Iwill labour toenform my ſelf of fome more Unbyaſſed wi nels 
than this Biſhop; for in the Ecc/eſiaftical Laws of thoſe Churches, 
which I havecarefully perutzd, I can tind no ſuch matrer. Bur 
if they did ſo, this would noc at all juſtifie the Inpoicion of 
Kneelimg; becauſe 1. The Qyeftion is de Fure, whether ic be law- 
ful to preſcribe'any one ſuch certain Polture,wichour ſubmiting 
to which, it ſhall not be lawful to admit any co the Sacrament, 
and till che Aftrmative of this be proved by Scriptures, Exam» 
ples, and Inſtances from the Praftice of men, will not fatisfie a 
doubting conſcience. 2.Neither of thoſe fore-mentioned Poſtures 
are ſo much to exception as Kneeling; becauſe this laſt.is mani- 
feſtly more ſuperſticious, for, 1, Ir varies moſt of any from the 
Firſt Pattern. 2. It hath been monſtrouſly abuſed by the Papitts 
tc Idolatry; which alone renders it moſt Unſafe to be praftited, 
and meſt Unwarranableto be impoled : Eſpecially, till it be a- 
gain explained, as in the very firſt Liturgy of all ic was; which [ 
particulary mention , to ſhew how little our Reformation hince 
Edw.6th. time, hath been improved. 

Laſily, As it was needlefly , ſo was it likewiſe Uncharitably 
done, to revile the whole body of Presbyter:ans for thHfe Faults of 
Mr. Baxter; upon ſuppoſition that either he is a Presbyterian, or 


x cu) pable as the Biſhop would make him. For fince every man 
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The Biſhap of Worceſter's Letter. 
1s to beer bis own Burden, what Bible did the Biſhop find ic in, that 
he might, without ſcruple, aſperſea whole order of Men, for the 
pretended miſcarriage of one; who, by the Bilh>p's own Con-. 
feffion, was nor of ſo Amicable and compliant a Tr as the 
reſt : And therefore certainly they ought nor co be brought in as 
Parties in that crime? of Unpeaceableneſs, from which che Bi- 
ſhop juſt before had abſolved chem : but choler ſpoyls rhe Memo- 
ry 3 and, ſure his Brethren the Biſhops would nor take it well of 
a Presbyter1an, ſhould he cry out Crimine ab un, 4iſce omnes-—See 
what manner of Spirit theſe Biſhops are of, an4 judge them all by the 
Biſhop of Worceſters example. Truly,Sir, Iam a little angry, when 
I conſider how much this one mans Indifcretion hath expoſed 
all of che ſame Order to Cenſure; For were they all like him 
( which I do not, nor dare not think ) I ſhould nut (cruple to 
pray heartily , what the Biſhop doth in ſcorn concerning the 
Preachers — Le»rd deliver us from ſuc) Biſhips, And let allche 
People ſay, Am x. 

Thus, Sir, you ſec how willing Tam to ſerve you in propohng 
my Exceptions, the fuller proſecution of which I mutt leave to 
{ome other Pen,more able both in Divixity and Policy; who may 
convince, both the Biſhop and the World, that it is not yet time 
ro ſow ſuch Tares; This Age is a liccle roo knowing to be gulled 
wich an Av7% #24, or to take every thing for Oracle which a Bi- 
ſhops Paſſion difates. But before I eaſe yon of your Trouble in 
reading this, I will crave leave to give you a Talte of the Reve- 
rent Pather's deep wiidom in ewo or three particulars. 

1. In that hedeclaimes, fo fircely,as if he would crack his Gir- 
He, againſt all thoſe who force all Communicants to come unto them 
and be particularly examined before they admit them to the Sacra- 
ment, Indeed, Sir, this was an Impoſicion, as no way Juſtifiable, 
ſo, for ought I can hear,no where praiſed. The Cuftome veing 
that men were only once for all examined, at their firlt coming 
tothe Sacrament ; which che Biſhop himſelf allows under other 
Names of being Catechiſed and Inftrufted. Ir was therefore 
wiſely done of the Bilhop, this cold weather to (et up a Man of 
ftraw, and then get himſelf heat by threſhing ir. 

2. [ct is me-thinks very policickly done to exclaim againſt the 
poor Covenant , and in great zeal to wilh all the Books which de- 
fend it , were burnt by the Authors, to ſave the Hangman a labour. 
For here let his Adverſary do what he can, the Biſhop will be epg 
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hard for him : For if he takes no norice of the Covenant, che Bi- 
ſhop clearly gains the Cauſe 3 if he ventures to aller ic, he (hall 
prelently be confuted with a Confiſcation. So that under rhe 
ſhelter of this unanſwerable Dilemma 1 leave him, left I thould be 
gored with the Horns of ir. And this ſpeak, Sir, as one chat 
though I never took, but alwaies oppoſed the Covenant; yer [ 
have a very good opinion of many that d:d , and withal a great 
Tenderneis for the lawfal parc of an Oath , afrer it 1s once {0+ 
lemniy taken, I will only add this, That fince that Oh 
hath been fo generally caken, even by thoſe that were moſt 
ative in his lace Majcltics ſervice; and feveral times ventured 
their lives, to lignalice their Loyalty 3 LI chink che Aſhes of ic 
(tnce it was buint by publick Authority) had much becter have 
been ſuftered to reſt quietly, than thus to be blown up and f(cat= 
teredabroad by the Biſhops furious breath, when no occaſion 
was given him {ſo much as to.mention it, 

Laſtly, I can never enongh commend the Biſhops wiſdom, in 
reſolving ſo atigrily never. to write again; for he is Old;and hath 
Travelled far, and knows that it is much caljerto peak raſh and 
unjuſtifiable things than to defend them. And cheretore he deals 
wich thoſe, that he hath provoked, as witty School-boyes do 
with their Companions, fi {t he hics them a box on the Ear, and 
thenpery diſcreetly rerreles,aid fairly runs away BUrif Gif77h | 
who took upon him to defie the Holt of Iſrael, ſhould, as ſoon as 
everhe had done, have ſneaked our of the Field, and thuughe 
he had done manfully enough in making a Bold Challenge, 
and in ſhewing his Teeth at them ; I believe che Philiſtines would 
hardly have chanked him for chat empry (h:w of Valour,where.. 
by he could not conquer, but onely enrage the Enemy. And 
whether the Biſhops will not have the {ame opinion of this over= 
forward and unwary Champion. of cheirs, I hope, Sir, you will 
neicher enquire your ſelf, nor delire that I ſhould: For I have 
already done cxough to Thew how much I am, 


Jan. 2x. SIR, 


Your moſt humble Servant, 


D.E. 
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